STATE GF MICHIGAN

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRGRNMENTAL OQUALITY

LANSING

RICK SNYDER . o , DAN WYANT
GOVERMOR ' DIRECTOR

February 25, 2015

Dr. Susan Hedman, Regional Adminisirator
U.S. Environmental Proteciion Agsncy
Region &

77 West Jackson Boulevard (R-184)
Chigago, lliinois 60604-3590

Dear Dr. Hedman:
SUBJECT: Request/Approval for an Exiension Agreement Revised Tota! Coliform Rule

The Michigan Department of Environmental Quality {MDEQ) Is requesting an extensaen

~ to the date that final primacy revisions are due to the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (U.S. EPA) for the Revised Tota!l Coliform Rule (RTCR) until February 13, 2017,
as allowed by Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Section 142.12,
Revision of State Programs, and would appreciate your approval. Staff of the MDEQ
have conferred with your staff and have agreed io the reguirements listed below for this
extension. This exiension is being requesied because the MDEQ is planning to group
two or more program revisions into a single legistative or regulatory action.

in order to help the U.S. EPA track the progress of the MDEG's promulgation of the
RTCR, we are informing you that the RTCR is moving through the rulemaking process
under the Michigan Department of Licensing and Regulatory Affairs, Office of
Regulatory Reinvention No. ORR 2014-023 EQ. We anticipate the rules will be
‘promuigated before the end of 2015.

The MDEQ will be working with the U.S. EPA to implement the RTCR within the scope
of #ts current authority and capability, as outlined in the areas identified in 40 CFR,
Section 142.12(b)}3)i} to (v}

i) informing public water suppiies (PWSs) of the new U.S, EPA (and upcoming
state) requirements and the fact that the U.S. EPA will be overseeing
implementation of the requirements untit the U.S. EPA approves the state
revision.

MDEQ U.S. EPA

X Provide copies of regulation and guidance to

ather state agencies, PWSs, technical

assistance providers, associations, or other
interested parties.

X Educate and coordinate with MDEC} staff,

PWSs, the public, and other water associations

about the requiremeanis of this regulation.

X Notify affected systems of their requirements

under the RTCR.
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i)

i}

GColecting. storing, and managing laborafory results; public notices; and other

-compliance and operation data required by the U.S. EPA regulations.

MDEQ U.S.EPA

See enclosure, Devise a tracking system for PWS reporting
Section 1 pursuant to the RTCR.

See enclosure, Keep PWSs informed of reporting requiremenis
Section 1 during development and implementation.

See enclosure, Report RTCR viclations and enforcement
Section 1 information 1o Safe Drinking Water information

Systern (SDWIS) as required.

Assisting the U.S. EPA in development of the technical aspects of enforcement.
actions and conducting informal follow up on viclafions (telephone calls, letters,

etc.). -
MDEQ U.S. EPA _
X Issue notices of violation for treatment
technigue, maximum contaminant level (MCL),
: and monitoring/reporting violations of the RTCR.
X Provide immediate technical assistance 1o

PWSs with treatment technigue, MCL, and/or
monticring/reporting viclations to try to bring
them info compliance.

See enclosure,
Section 1,
gnder
Additiopal
Action ltems

Refer all violations to the U.S. EPA for
enforcement if they have not been resolved
within 60 days of the incident that triggered the .
viclation. Provide infermafion as requested to
conduct and complete any enforcement action
referred to the U.S. EPAL

Providing technical assistance 1o PWSs.

MDEQ US EPA

X Conduct training within the state for PWSs on

' RTCR rule reguirements.

X Provide technical assistance through writien
and/or verbal correspondence with PWSs.

X FProvide on-site technical assistance to PWSs as
requested and needed o ensure compliance
with this regulation.

Coordinate with other technical assistance

providers and srganizations to provide accurate
information and aid in a timely manner,
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V) Providing the LS. EPA with all information prescribed by the State Reporling
Reaquiremeants in 40 CFR, Section 142.15.

MDEQ U.S. EPA
Sege enclosure, ' Report any violations mncurred by PWSs for this
Section 1 regulation each quarler.
See enclosure, Report any enforcement actions taken agamst
Section1 PWSs for this regulation each guarter.
See enclosure, Report a list of systems that the MDEQ s
Section 2 : allowing to menitor less frequently than once per

month for community water supplies or less
frequently than once per.quarter for
Aoncommunity water supplies, including
applicable date of the reduced monitoring
reguirement for each system.

In addition, please see the enclosed Revised Total Coliform Rule Workload/Work Share
Responsibifiies Checkiist for a full list of all RTCR implementation activiies.

| atfirm that the MDEQ will implemeant provisions of the RTCR as outlined in this letter
and in the associated enclosure. Enclosed is a second original of this Extension
Agreement. Upan your signature, please return one original to thae MDEQ.

Should you require further information, please conftact Ms: Liane J. Shekter Smith, P.E,
Chisf, Office of Drinking Water and Municipat Assistance, at 517-284-6543;
shekierl@michigan.goy; or MDEQ, P.O. Box 30241, Lansing, Michigan 48908-7741; or
you @ contact me at 517:284-6700 )

Dan Wyant, Direcior - Date

Michigan Department of En ir?nmemai Quality

| have consulted with my st # and approve your extension for the aferementionad
reguiation. 1 affirm that the U.S. EPA, Region b, will implement provisions of tha RTCR
as outlined in this letter and the associated enclosure.

L
e, G 2y o dST
Susan Hedman, Regional Administrator Date

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Reglon &

This Extension Agreement will take effect Li‘-po-ﬁ the daie of the last signature and will
remain in effect until February 13, 2077

Enclosuras:

oo Mr Jim Sygo, Deputy Director, MDEQ
Ms. Liane J. Shekter Smith, MDEQ
Ms. Jean Shekier, MDEQ



Michigan Department of Envirommental Quality
Revised Total Coliform Rule
Workload/Work Share Responsibilities Checklist

State primmacy revisiocn planning activities.
Monitoring requirements. :
Sample siting plans.

Seasonal systemns,

Not#ications and procedures.
Assessments and corredlive actions.
Technical assistance and treining plans.
Data managemeant and recordkeeping.

e I

MDEQ Comment:
List of Acronyms

40.CFR:  Tifle 40 of the Code of Federal Reguiations

CCR: Consumer Copfidence Report

CWS: Community Water Supply

EPA: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

LHD: tocal Health Depardment

LSB: Legisiative Service Bureau

MDEQ:  iichigan Department of Environmental Quality

NCWS:  Noncommunity Water Supply

OIC: Operator in Responsible Charge

ORR: Office of Reguiatory Reinvention .
PWS Program Siafl: Public water supply program staff, which is MDEQ distrlct staff for
CWSs and LHD staff for NCWSs.

Region: U.8, EPA, Regionb

RTCR: Revised Total Coliform Rule

SDWIS:  Safe Drinking Waler information Systam

' TC:  Total Coliform '

| TCR: Total Coliform Rule

TNCWS:  Transient Noncommunity Water Supply

- 1. State Primacy Revision Planning Activities

~ Pursuant to 40 CFR, Section 142.12, complete and final requests for approval of program
revisions to adopt new or revised EPA regulations niust be submitted to the EPA Administrator
no later than two years after promulgation of new or revised federal reguiations {or by
Fehruary 13, 2015, for the RTCR). A state may be granied an extension of up lo two years 1o

submlt its application package. To facilitate the primacy revision process, the following activities
have been identified:

MDEQ Comment: The foliowing s the aniicipated fime ins 1o submil the primacy
application:

| 02/24/2014 Submitted request-for rulemaking.
P O3/03/2014 Received approval to begin rulemaking process,
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05/28/2014 Held stakehalder mesting.
06/27/2014 Held stzkeholder meeting.
Ongoing  Meeting with LHDs and NCWSs o discuss impact of the RTCR.

21/2014 Submitted draft rules to the ORR for informal content approval.
10/29/2014 "ORR informally approved rules and forwarded to the LSB for informal
farmat approval , ,

C12/04/2014 Submitted informally approved mles and draft primacy package fo the
Region. |
02/18/2015 " Heid public hearing. The Region c;omments on draft rules will become

= moa o

part of the official public hearing record.

Summer 2015 Submii draft rules for Jeint Comm|ﬁee on Admmlsira’nve Rules’ action,
ORR/LSE formal approval. The Legislature must have an opporiunity during 15 session
days to review the rules. The Legislature is not in session during the summer.

Dac 2015 Promulgate rules.
Mar 2016 Submit request for Attorney General statement of enforoeabz[;ty

Jun 2018 Obtain Aftorney General statement of enforceabit lty

021372017 Submit final primacy package.

To f'o%iow the rulemaking process, visit www.michigan.govflara. Click on Office of ‘
Regulatory Reinvention, click on Pending Rule Changes, click on Environmental Quality

under the Rules by Department category, scroll fo rule revision 2014-023 EQ.

Provide EPA with nofification of the state’s general process for Codrﬁcatlonlreguiations at
least as stringernt as the RTCR.

Provide EPA with.the anlicipated date of state codification/regulations at least as sinngent
as the RTCR.

Provide anticipated date of draft RTCR primacy appiication crosswalk or extension request..
Develop schedule for submittal of final primacy application crosswalk,
Develop plan and timeline o address any deficiencies in the crosswalk.

Provide EPA with the anhcspatmd date of submission of complete program rewsnon
application.

- Provide EPA with the General Overview/Description of primacy agency resource planning

procedures and viability for implementation of RTCR.

MDEQ Comment: No funding is currently appropriated to address the additional activities
with this rule. However, the MDEC is weighing opfions for additionat funding for rule -
implementation. Since the mid-190¢s, the MDEQ has confracted with all of Michigan's
LHDs fo implement the NCWS Program for approximaiely 9,600 NCWSs, In fiscal year
2014 the LHDs received approximately $1.8 million through these contracts to perform
existing services, which represenis approximately 40 percent of the funding necessary to .
operate the program. it is estimated, on average, an LHD will need fo spend 20 hours mors
per week to handle the increased tasks associated with the RTCR or $31,600 annually per
LHD, totaling $1.4 miflion. This equates to $147 per NCWS per year. The MDEQ's role in
the NCWS Program is fo oversee these contracts, which includes training and evaluating

each LHD's implementation of the NCWS Program to ensure primacy requirements are met.
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h. Provide EPA with the General Overview/Description of primacy agency Labofatory workioad
ptanning/assassment of capability for the RTCR implementation.

MDEQ Comment: Draf rules omil provisions for seasonal systems to reduce teo annual
monitoring. Approximately 2,000 systems may be considered seasenal, and about half of
those monitor annually. Over the next two years, we are encouraging FWS Program staff to
increase those seasonal systems to quarterly monitoring. Therefore, the PWS Program staff
and privaie laboratories will have two years to gradually absorb“gapy increase in workload.

i. Provide EPA with the General Overview/Description of primacy agency database,
management workload planning/assessment of capability for the RTCR implementation.

MDEQ Comment: The CWS Program is implemented in eight district officgs and the NCWS
Program n 44 LHDs. Inventory and most compliance information is cumently maintainad in
the SDWIS/Siate for CWSs and & Web database spplication, WaterTrack, for NCWSs.
Compliance that is not tracked in SDWIS/State or WaterTrack is currently tracked in ad hoc
tracking mechanisms in the district offices and LHDs. For NCWSs, reporiing to the EPA on
complance data usually follows a laborious process of gathering informaticn from each
LHD. In summary, determining compliance, tracking compliance, and reporting to the EPA
under current rules is not fully automated for either program using SDWIS and WaterTrack.
This situation will become more acuie as we implemant the RTCR.

We strongly belisve that during this primacy exiension period, the increased public health
protection of the RTCR wili be realized because our PWS Program staff has for decades
followed up, and will continue-tc follow-up, on TC+ results; will increase oversight serutiny
when TC+ results repeatedly oceur (such as twice in a 12-month period); will ensure
monitoring frequency is appropriate {o demonstrate the water is safe; and will issue
violations and require public nofice as appropriate. However, until SDWIS Prime is fully
capable, useable, and adopted in Michigan, and until our PWS Program staif is trained in
SDWIS Prime, we will not be able to track or report to the EFA some elemeants of the RTCR,
especially for NCWSs.

The following are examples of elemenis we anticipate wilt be less than fully implemented:

- |dentifying and tracking increases and decreases in monitoring requirements — LMD staff
clrrently identify NCWSs for increased or decreased monitoring when the sifuation dictates,
but the need to do this is much less frequent than what is expected under the RTCR,

- Tracking certification of start-ug procedure — For decades 1L.HD sfaff have required pre-
opening samples and other start-up procedures for some NCWESs with seasonal
characieristics. LHD staff tracked compliance and followed up when necessary using ad
hoe fracking mechanisms.

- Tracking inggered svents under tHe RTCR — These events currently trigger ssruimy
under existing data systerns and long-standing praciice in the district offices and in the
LHDs. For example, a TC MCL under the TCR translates to a Level 1 assessmerit, and fwo
TC MCLs under the TCR in a year triggers enhancad scrutiny by PWS Program staff.

- Reporting to the EPA the RTCR viclations and enforcement information that did not exist

- the TCR — For example, failure fo submit the start-up procedure certification is a treatment
technigue vioiation. LHD staff will follow up and will issue violetions, but has no mechanism
o report 1o sither the state or to the EPAL
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|3

K.

Follow Figure 7-1 for the State Rule Implementation and Revision Timetabie for the RTCR
{At-A-Glance Timeling) and Table 7-2 (State Primacy Revision Extension Checkiist) in the
RTCR State knplementation Guidance.

| MDEQ Comment: We will follow, as closely as possible, the fimetable in Table 7-10 RTCR
Implementation and Revision Timetable for States with Primacy Extﬂnsnon as outlmed in the
| beginning of this work share document.

Establish & process to coordinate and communicate with the EPA about the RTCR
implementation activiies {as described in more datall below) to provide accurale information

and ald in a fimely manner.

MDEQ Comment: As is our fong-standing refationship with %he Region, we will confinue o
maintain open communication with the Region on implementation activities. The points of
contact for RTCR are: ‘

CWS implementaticn, Pat Cook, cockp@michigan.gov, 517-284-6574,

NCWS implementation, Carrie Monosmith, menasmithc@michigan.gov, 517-290-2601.
Rule promuigation/primacy process, Jean Shekier, shekterj@michigan.gov, 517-284-6519.

Additional Action ltems if State Requests an Ex’cens:on for Primacy

MOEQ Comment: Before the compliance date of April 1, 2018, we will notify water supplies
of their requirements, as we have committed in each year in the Annual Resource
, Depioyment Plan for new rules. As with all things rule-related, the Tirst point of contact for a
water supply is the PWS Program staff, Ali of our compliance communications to water
suppliss, inciuding nofifications about the RTCR, include PW S Program staif contact

irfformation.

Uriit rules are promadgated, we will refer to the Region any actions for which we lack
enforcement authority, such as a depariment order. We will nofify the affected water supply
of the role of the Ragion and of the PWS Program staff relative to the enforcement action,
During an ongoing enforcement action, we will provide the Region with any information and
data existing in the MDEQ or the LHD, as appropriaie, that the Region needs o carry cut
the enforcement action. in the meantime, PWS Program staff will implement the RTCR as
outlined in this actzvttles document, unless otherwise statsd in the comments.

» State must notify #s PW3s of EPA’s implementation of the RTOR, including contact
information for PWSs at the state (who can answer questions abeut primacy program
deficiencies or lack of regulatory/statutory authority, or imeframes for the state’s
imptementation of the RTCR) and at EPA (for RTCR implementation).

= As part of this notificafion, the stale should provide the respeclive stale and EPA roles
and responsibilities io its PYWSs ratated to RTCR. In order to establish roles and
responsibitiies, the state and EPA shou Id have meetings to discuss the RTCR workload
act]wtles mentioned abave

o Inthe state's notification to the PWSs, it should provide a description of how the state
will assist EPA and PWSs for successful implementation of the RTCR.

= i correspondence fo EFA, the siate should describe which state meeiings EPA éhould
afiend o provide support and/or testimony of the need for the state fo obtain RTCR
. prirnacy in order to maintain full primacy for fis PWSS program.
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M onitoring Reguirements and Primacy Agency Activities

iderifying Systems on Reduced Monitoring: Guarterly or Annual Monitoring

MDEC Comment: Our draft rules do not aliow reduced monitoring jor CWSs, All CW3s
have monitored monthly for years and will cortinue © do so. The MDEQ does not commit o
reporting lists of NCWSs that monitor lese frequently than quarierly until SDWIS Prime is
fully capable, useable, and adopted in Michigan, and unill cur PWS Program siaff is trainad -
in SDOWIS Prime. Sample slilng plans are avaiiable for PWS Program staff review and
ravision, as per the 1989 Total Colfform Rule and the Groundwater Rule. The Groundwater
Rule duai purpose sample provision will end as of March 31, 2016, accerding to our drafit
rules. As a resuit of this change, we will raguire a revised sample siting plan from supplies
whose monitoring requirements change. Othsrwise, we will implement as per rule with any
adjustments as meniioned below. '

Update sample siting plans for systems on quarterly/annual menitoring.

o [dentify vuinerabie or critical month(s) for ssasonal system monitoring and have an
approved sample siting plan before reducing maniforing for & seasonal system.

MDEQ Comment: We are currently discussing vulnerable or crtical months for seasonal
supplies.

= |deniify spedial purpose sampling locations {espacially if total soliform monitodng is
part of start-up procedures or is pari of ‘@ response o assessment/corractive action
for failure to conduct repeat monitoring).

MDEQ Comment Special purpose sampling locafions ars not inctudad In all sample siting
plans. Michigan rules require water supplies to demonstrate safe water before bringing
Infrastructure in service by submitfing two consecutive nondetect TC results coliected 24
hours apart. This procedure will continue for all supplies, including seasonal systems,

e Meke a determination on whether the state wili use the waiver provision for the three
additonat routine samples required the month afier a roufine TC+ (i.e., additional
routine monitoring) and GWR ftriggered source water sampling.

| MDEQ Comment. On a case-by-case basis.

= Decide on routine and repeat monitoring sites {restricting or allowing a PWS to
- choose its own repeat sites),

_' MDEQ Comment: Our draft rules adopt RTCR provision to allow criteria for selecting repeat

locaticns on a situational basis in a standard operating procedure in the sampling site plan
under 40 CFR §1471.853(a)(5){i). We intend to implement this provision anly in cases where
assigning repeat locations in the sample siting pian is not feasible, such asin a
manufactured housing community where the assigned repeat locations are frequently
removed with iitfle or no notice.

e Verify that any dual purpose sampling is approved and indicated in the sample siting
plan. ‘

[ MDEQ Commept: Beginning April 1, 2016, dual purpose samplas will not be allowed.
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= Use information from the special monitoring evaluations to update the sample siting
plan. {Note: all ground water systems serving 1,000 or fewsr people, regardless of
RTCR monitoring frequency, are required fo have a special menitoring evaluation fo
raemain on reduced monitoring.)

MDEQ Comment: PWS Program staff evaiuates whether the monitoring protocol in the
sampie siting plan is appropriate during each sanitary survey visit. This practice will
coniinue.

b. Describe reduced monitoring criteria. The state must devekop reduced monlioring critera i
. does not require alt PWSs fo monitor monthly. PWSs monioring quarterly or annually can
be iriggered info monthly monitoring and therefore, the state must specify that it will not
allow these PWSs to return to less than monthly monitoring in the primacy crosswalk, or
develop the reduced menitoring criteria for returning these systems to less than monthiy

monitoring. The primacy agency must describe how the criferia will be evaluated to
determine when systems gualify for reduce monitoring {mandatory crileria lisied below).

MBEQ Coriment: CWSs will not reduce from monthly monitoring. Seasonal NCWSs will
not-reduce from quarterly monitaring. LHD staff will evaluats the criteria for each yesar-round
NCWS that is considered for rediced moniiaring. Source of water and population are
maintained in WaterTrack. The remainder of the criteria will be evaluated from information
-and data in the supply's file kept in the LHD overseeing the supply.
e Determine if the system uses surface water, groundwater under the direct influsnce
{GWUDI) or g surface water/GWUDI blendad source(s).

« Determine if the system'is serving 1,000 or fewer people.

= Determine if the system has a clean compliance history (i.e., 12 roling months mirimum
for systems on quarterly monitoring and two consecutive years for systems monitoring

annually).
o Determine if the system has a protected source.
e Determine If the system mests approved construction standards.

= Assess whether the system has had an annual site visit/ Leve% 2 assessment/sanitary
survey.

= Determine I ali sanitary defec’[s have heen corrected.

= |If on-annual monitoring, specify if the state will require one o, rore addifional critera
and how the mandatory criteria will be evaluaied.

MDEQ Comment: Michigan doas not adopt the CWS redused monitoring of 40 CFR
§141.855(c} to {f) and does not adopt the seasonal NCWS apnual reduced monitoring of 40
CFR §141.854()(2)(iii). As per 40 CFR §141.854(h)(2) for yearround NCWSs, we will
require one or more of the following criteria. However, criteria {(iv) and {v) will probably not
be used {o consider reduced montioring. Disinfecting and employing freatment fo remove or
inactivate viruses may be operations that should be monifored more often, not less often,

| We have not yet decided on equivalent enhancements.

L. Cross-connection conrol.

ii. Certiied operator by state certification program.

li. Regular site visits by circuit rider certified by an appropriate staie cemﬁcatton
program (state would need to define “regular®).

tv. Continuous disinfection and maintenance of disinfectant residual throughout
distribution system. :
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‘v. Demonsiration of 4.0-log virus removal or inactivation.
vi. Other equivalent enhancements to water system barriers {state would nzed fo
define “equivalent enhancements’).

Fstablish a process for determining whether a CWS inifially meets the operator certification
requiremeants, and a process to frack whether the system continues io mest those
reguirements in order to remain on reduced monitoring.

—

MDEQ Comment: Not applicable under RTCR. CWSs will not reduce from moenthly
monitoring.

Clarify that a PWS must begin monthly monitanng in the next month once it fails te meet the
operafor cerification requirements.

MDEQ Comment: Under 40 CFR §141.855(d)i} a CWS that loses a certified operator must
return to monthly menioring. All Michigan CWSs monitor monthly. Michigan is not adopting
reduced monitoring provisions for CWEs.

Determine how the state should be notified when there are any Changes in operator andf()f
operator certification.

MDEQ Comment: PWS Program staff maintain two-way interaction with water supply
personnel via telephone and e-mail on a regular basis whenever necessary. A PWS that
loses a cerfified operator may notify PWS Program staff by phone, e-mail, or in writing.
Otherwise, PWS Program staff will discover a missing operator during phoneiemmaii
conversations, on-site visits, and during the sanitary survey process.

Clarify that monrhiy moniftoring is required in any month that the system serves more ihan
1,000 people

MDEQ Comment We anficipate using this provision in only the moest rare cases of NCWSS
suchas at cider mills-and festival sites, whose population has huge fluctuaticns during
seiect events during the year. We will work with these supplies o accuralely establish the
service population and how they fluctuate. As is our long-standing praclice to provide
techrical assistance to ensure compliance as requirements change, we will ciearly siate our
expectations during on-site meetings, in correspondence, and via phone calls.

Determine whether the primacy agency will allow TNCWSs with menitoring violations to
conduct make-up monitoring to qualify for reduced monttoring. Also, deseribe the timeframe
for sampling (i.e., before the end of the quarter or year) and the number of samples a
system will need to make-up bafore samp!mg again.

MDEQ Comment: The RTCR allows primacy agencies to nof count a menitoring viclation so
a TNCWS may qualify for or remain on quarterly {routine) monitoring. However, the
aliowance does not apply for a TNCWS 1o remain on annual (reduced) monitoring. We will
exercise the provision as per 40 CFR §141.854{a)(4}, i.e., the TNCWS on monthly
frequancy must collect the make-up sample in the next month and the TNCWS on quarterly

- moniforing must coliect the make-up sample in the next quarter in a different week than the

routine sampls for that month or quarter, respectively. The maks-up is the same number of
samples and fror the same sites as routine monitoring requirernenis; in other words, there
is no addifional samples required just bacause they are make-up sample(s). A singie

sample shall not be attributed to more than 1 menitoring period, as required in R 325.10708

of the rules promulgated pursuant to the Michigan Safe Drinking Water Act, 1876 PA 393,
35 amended,
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h. Conduct annual site visits, Leval 2 assessments or sanitary surveys.

MDEQ Comment: Our iong-standing practice of syslem surveiliance has included at Jeast *
annual on-site visits to CWSs. Sanitary surveys are performed by the LHD in NCWSs and
district staff in CWSs. The Levst 2 assessments will be similar to 2 saniary survey.

State Reguirements for Wamng the Three Routfine Samples after a TC+ Result for Any
PWS on Quarterly or Annual Monitoring

MBDECQ Comment: All CWSs will monitor monthiy with no provision to reduce to quarterly,
Our draft ndes adopt provision to waive three routine samples after a TC+ resuit.

a, Determine the crileria for waiving the samples and whether the waiver proms on will be
utifized.

MDEQ Comment: As we commtﬁed in the 1989 TCR primacy appllcatlon we will use the
eriteria outlined.in the rule fo detenmine ¥ the waiver is appropriate.

b. Conduct a sile visil before the end of the next morth the system serves water fo the public,
'in addition to determining the waiver criteria for this requirement.

Special Monitoring Evaluation

a, Bescribe special monitoring evaluation‘procedures Special monitoring evaluations must be
- conducted durmg each sanitary survey at all ground water systems serving 1,000 or fewer
pecple.

MDEQ Cormiment: As we commitied in the 1938 TCR primacy application, we will determine
if reduced moniforing is approptiate; if the supply has no total coliform contamination; and if
the supply's most recent sanitary survay, conducted as per rule, shows thaf the water supply
source s protected groundwaler thal meets oriterfa in our Groundwater Sources Rules

R 325.10817 lo R 325.10831. The sanifary survey data gathering form is the evaluation ool
the PWS Program staff use to determine # critera are met. Staff of the PWS Program will
not reduce monitoring if the supply is out of compliance with drinking water standards or if
isolation or consfruction reguirements are not met.

b. Determine the activities that will take place during each special monitoring evaluation,
Including reevaluating the appropriateness of the PWS monitoring frequency and number of
samples per moniforing period, determining vulnerable or critical ﬁmeframes for monftoring
and determining whether criical sifes are being monitored.

MDEQ Comment: All iterns listed in Monitoring Requirernenis and Primacy Ageticy
Activities, Htem 2, will be evaliaied If considering reduced monitoring. Vulnerahle or crifical.
time frames are still being discussed. Critical sites currently should not be on annual
frequency. When determining whether a scurce is protected, we may identify crltlc:ai sites
and place criteria for monitoring appropriateness, such as Karst formations.




